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Part II.   Relation of the recensions to the original
and to each other
Enumeration of existing recensions. — The five recensions of the
Vikramacarita known to me have been given the following names:
 1.	Southern Recension (briefly designated as SB).
 2.	Metrical Recension (MR).
 3.	Brief Recension (BR).
 4.	Jainistic Recension (JR).
 5.	Vararuci Recension (VarR).
MR as well as SR is found generally, if not exclusively, in South
India; in fact, it is perhaps more than SR a distinctively southern
version, for at least one manuscript of SR known to me, namely Q,1
comes (immediately) from North India, whereas so far as I can dis-
cover no text of MR has been brought to light except in the south.
But since practically all known texts of SR come from the south
(where no other prose recension seems to occur), and since there is
no other convenient designation for this version, I have felt it proper
to give it this name. The Brief Recension and Jainistic Recension are
characteristic of North India; JR is much the commoner of the two.
The Vararuci Recension is characteristic of Bengal, and might prop-
erly be called the Bengal Recension; all the complete manuscripts
of it which I know are in the Bengali alphabet. But Weber called
it by the name of its reputed author Vararuci, to whom its manu-
scripts (so far as known to me) agree in attributing it; and there
seems to be no reason for abandoning this convenient designation.
The task before us now is to discuss the relationship of these ver-
sions with one another, and to determine if possible the original from
which all must have been derived.
VarR need concern us but little. It is obviously secondary to JR,
and indeed thruout most of the work its text is practically the same
as that of JR. Only in Section I and Section II (V of the other three
versions) of the frame-story do we find a really independent version
in VarR; and for this reason these two sections are all of VarR that
I have thought it worth while to print and translate. Moreover, in
these sections there is no doubt that JR, which is closer to the other
three versions, is original, and VarR secondary to it. In the rest of
the work the differences between VarR and JR are either merely
1 For a list and description of all the manuscripts and printed texts used by me
in the preparation of the text, see the pages preceding the Critical Apparatus.

